Thanks to amiability of Dr. Maxim Nabozhenko (Institute of Arid Zones SSC RAS, Rostov-on-Don, Russia) I have an opportunity to study interesting material of Chrysomelidae collected in Turkey in [2009] [2010] [2011] [2012] [2013] [2014] . It includes 42 species, among them 3 species are firstly found in this country, and one new subspecies is described. Besides, a population of Gonioctena linnaeana (Schrank, 1781) very possibly belongs to a new subspecies. Investigation of one species from the genus Derocrepis Weise,1883 allows me to discuss taxonomic problems connected with this genus.
All data about distributions of a few species cited below are based on Catalogue of Palaearctic Coleoptera [2010] .
The studied material including types of the new subspecies is deposited in the author's collection.
Remarks. These 3 specimens are represented with ab. nigricollis Westhoff, 1882, having black prothorax and fulvous elytra with 5 black spots (1 male and 1 female) and ab. kraatzi Westhoff, 1882 with black prothorax and entirely fulvous elytra (1 male), both described from Westphalia (Germany). These color forms are very rare and practically unknown from European part of Russia and the Caucasus. The species is widely distributed in the Northern Caucasus, recorded for Georgia and Turkey, but not found in Armenia and Azerbaijan. In the Caucasus the species usually has more or less bicolor prothorax. The cited above locality from East Turkey is mostly southern part of its range and very possibly it is a new subspecies. Males have parallel-sided main part of aedeagus, while aedeagus of typical G. linnaeana distinctly narrowed to base. However, I have no enough material for description.
Colaphellus sophiae (Schaller, 1783) Material. Karaman Prov., Ayrancı Distr., 10 km S Kıraman, 37°11′851″N / 33°59′208″E, 1962 m, 19.04.2008 To the knowledge of leaf beetles (Coleoptera: Chrysomelidae) Remarks. The genus Derocrepis Weise, 1886 was traditionally divided to subgenus s. str., including species with developed wings and subgenus Aeschrocnemis Weise, 1888, in which wings are absent. But recently the latter subgenus was erected to independent genus [Nadein, 2011] . This author divides Aeschrocnemis from Derocrepis with 4 characters: 1 -"in quadrate or subquadrate pronotum versus transverse"; 2 -"absence of hind wings"; 3 -"sutural row of elytral punctures not impressed"; 4 -"structure of aedeagus" [Nadein, 2011: 245] .
The first two characters were used in the original description of Aeschrocnemis. The character 1 means only that pronotum in Aeschrocnemis is less transverse than in Derocrepis. Nadein indicates measurements of prothorax for all species (IP) included in his work, but only for 1 species (Ae. delagrangei) it is more or less quadrate (IP = 0.95-1.17), for 7 species IP is less than 1.2 and for 16 species IP larger than 1.2 and sometimes reach 1.35. But in D. (s. str.) rufipes (Linnaeus, 1758) this index is about 1.5 (1.42-1.56, I measured 10 specimens). So this character is not good for genera dividing.
The second character is really very distinct, but also can not been used for separation of genera. In all large genera (Longitarsus Berthold, 1827, Aphthona Chevrolat, 1836, Chaetocnema Stephens, 1831, Dibolia Latreille, 1829, Psylliodes Berthold, 1827) apterous forms are known.
The third character is very variable and might be used only on species level.
The fourth character was used without any explanation. I compare aedeagi of Derocrepis and Aeschrocnemis and can confirm that all they are of the same type, only different form.
Besides, in Nadein's publication 2 new subgenera are described: Hirticnemis with haired elytra and Nudicnemis with "bare" elytra. But in reality all Aeschrocnemis have hairs on elytra, but often they are strongly reduced and distinct only on apices and sides of elytra. I think that these new subgenera are only more or less natural groups of species.
Nudicnemis differs from Aeschrocnemis only in sculpture of head, but specimen in my hands has frontal tubercles as in Aeschrocnemis, but frontal ridge as in Nudicnemis. It is very alike at Ae. osmanica Nadein, 2011 except color of head, but has also much similarity with Ae. turcica Nadein et Gök, 2009 . But I accept my specimen only as a subspecies of D. (Ae.) serbica (Kutschera, 1860) .
It is necessary to mention that K. Nadein accepts all subspecies of D. (Ae.) serbica as independent species, but that is very doubtful. Possibly a few species described by K. Nadein are also subspecies of D. (Ae.) serbica.
A specimen in question was collected near Van Lake in Eastern Turkey. K. Nadein indicated a species just near Van on fig. 35 , but didn't indicate its name.
Cassida undecimnotata Gebler, 1834
Material. Muş Prov., Buğlan Pass, 7 km E Solhan, 38°56ʹN / 41°07ʹE, 1725 -1930 m, 19-22.05.2009 .
Cassida brevis Weise, 1881
